From: Scheibe, Mark

To: Hamayasu, Toru

Sent: 10/22/2007 2:57:48 PM
Subject: RE: Questions on AA results
Attachments: RE: Questions on AA results

Redacted

From: Ronald.Fisher@dot.gov [ mailto:Ronald.Fisher@dot.gov]
Sent: Monday, October 22, 2007 11:15 AM

To: Scheibe, Mark

Cc: thamayasu@honolulu.gov

Subject: Questions on AA results

Mark,
| finally read the AA and had a few questions. If you could answer these, it would give me a better

consistently to accommodate demand?
----- While the increase of buses in the TSM alternative is about 25% versus the no build, the
ridership goes up only about 5%. This suggests that the TSM buses are not as full as the no

would mitigate. For the no build the buses are increased by about 25% and ridership
increases 30%. Can you explain this? The performance of the TSM is best determined by its
cost effectiveness compared to the no build alternative — what is that figure?

downtown terminus”.  The first quote states that more congestion occurs implying slower travel
times while the second implies the travel times are faster. Can you clarify?

Ron Fisher

Office of Planning and Environment
Federal Transit Administration

1200 New Jersey Ave. S.E.

4th Floor - East Building
Washington, DC 20590

202 366-0257

NOTICE: This communication and any attachments ("this message") may contain confidential information for
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the sole use of the intended recipient(s). Any unauthorized use, disclosure, viewing, copying, alteration,
dissemination or distribution of, or reliance on this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
message in error, or you are not an authorized recipient, please notify the sender immediately by replying to
this message, delete this message and all copies from your e-mail system and destroy any printed copies.
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